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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the Reconsideration filed on 12/30/08. 
Claims 25-28, 30, 33, 37 and 46-50 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 25-28, 30,33, 37 and 46-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shapira et al. (6,925,442) in view of Kelman (6,850,896). 

As per claim 25, Shapira discloses the method wherein the selected file is at 
least one of a link, a document, and or a thumbnail (See Shapira, Col. 5, lines 40-50). 

As per claim 26, Shapira discloses the method further comprising: 
receiving notice of a user request for the web page, said user request being received 
after the execution of said selecting (See Shapira, Co1 .5, lines 4-1 8). 

As per claim 27, Shapira discloses the method wherein said parsing comprises: 
performing a statistical word frequency analysis of the content to discover the one or 
more keywords (See Shapira, Co1 .21 , lines 44-58). 



Application/Control Number: 09/738,471 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3687 

As per claim 28, Shapira discloses the method wherein analyzing at least one 
metatag in the web page to discover the one or more keywords (See Shapira, Co1 .21 , 
lines 44-58). 

As per claim 30, Shapira discloses the method wherein said analyzing is 
executed to detect a plurality of contexts for the web page, and wherein said selecting is 
executed to select a plurality of products corresponding to the plurality of contexts, the 
method further comprising: ranking the plurality of contexts and the plurality of products 
(See Shapira, Co1 .1 , lines 42-57). 

As per claim 33, Shapira discloses the method wherein said analyzing is 
executed to detect a plurality of contexts for the requested web page, and wherein said 
selecting is executed to select a plurality of products corresponding to the plurality of 
contexts, the method further comprising: contexts, the method further comprising: 
ranking the plurality of contexts and the plurality of products, such that said displaying is 
executed to display the plurality of products in accordance with the ranking (See 
Shapira, Co1.1, lines 58-67 to Co1.2, line 16). 

As per claim 37, Shapira discloses the method further comprising: receiving 
notice of a user request for the web page, said user request being received prior to the 
execution of said analyzing or said selecting (See Shapira, Col. 5, lines 4- 18). 
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As per claim 46, Shapira discloses a computer implemented method of selecting 
at least one file representing at least one product, the file relating to a web page on the 
World Wide Web (See Shapira, Col.4, lines 7-26), the method comprising: receiving the 
web page having content therein (See Shapira, Col.6, lines 47-61). 

Shapira does not explicitly disclose analyzing the web page to detect a context 
for the webpage using a statistical analysis of the web page content; selecting at least 
one file representing at least one product related to the detected context. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Kelman. In 
particular, Kelman suggests analyzing the web page to detect a context for the 
webpage using a statistical analysis of the web page content (See Kelman, Col.6, lines 
60-67 to Col. 7, line 14); selecting at least one file representing at least one product 
related to the detected context (See Kelman, Fig.4; Col.8, lines 54-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the features of Kelman within the system of Shapira with the 
motivation of providing generic product marketing literature, competitive matrices, 
competitive white papers, standard presentations and other static selling tools are highly 
imprecise and often potentially damaging if they lack context-sensitivity to a customer's 
specific situation. Automatic generation of simple web pages, sales proposals, or 
presentations based on a customer's specific situation exists in some products. 
However, typical TES products cannot dynamically generate highly context-specific 
correspondence, white papers, qualification tools, sales strategy worksheets, and 
competitive matrices (See Kelman, Col. 2, lines 21-34). 
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As per claim 47, Shapira discloses the method of claim 46, wherein said 
analyzing comprises: parsing the content of the web page to discover one or more 
keywords published as part of the content (See Shapira, Co1 .21 , lines 44-58); 
and evaluating the one or more keywords to detect the context (See Shapira, Co1 .21 , 
lines 44-58). 

As per claim 48, Shapira discloses the method wherein said evaluating 
comprises: comparing the one or more keywords with a synonym to detect the context 
(See Sapira, Co1 .21 , lines 44-58). 

As per claim 49, Shapira discloses a method of selecting and displaying at least 
one file representing at least one product, the file relating to a web page on the World 
Wide Web (See Shapira, Col.4, lines 7-26), the method comprising: receiving notice of a 
user request for a web page (See Shapira, Col. 5, lines 4-18); receiving the requested 
web page having content therein (See Shapira, Col.6, lines 47- 61). 

Shapira does not explicitly discloses analyzing the web page to detect a context 
for the webpage using a statistical analysis of the web page content; selecting at least 
one file representing at least one product related to the detected context; producing a 
second page including the requested web page and the file; and displaying the second 
page to the user. 
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However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Kelman. In 
particular, Kelman suggests analyzing the web page to detect a context for the 
webpage using a statistical analysis of the web page content (See Kelman, Col. 6, lines 
60-67 to Col. 7, line 14); selecting at least one file representing at least one product 
related to the detected context(See Kelman, Fig.4; Col. 8, lines 54-67); producing a 
second page including the requested web page and the file (See Kelman, Fig.4; Col. 8, 
lines 54-67); and displaying the second page to the user (See Kelman, Fig. 7, Fig.4; 
Col.8, lines 54-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the features of Kelman within the system of Shapira with the 
motivation of providing generic product marketing literature, competitive matrices, 
competitive white papers, standard presentations and other static selling tools are highly 
imprecise and often potentially damaging if they lack context-sensitivity to a customer's 
specific situation. Automatic generation of simple web pages, sales proposals, or 
presentations based on a customer's specific situation exists in some products. 
However, typical TES products cannot dynamically generate highly context-specific 
correspondence, white papers, qualification tools, sales strategy worksheets, and 
competitive matrices (See Kelman, Col. 2, lines 21-34). 



As per claim 50, Shapira discloses a computer readable storage medium 
including computer executable code for selecting at least one file representing at least 
one product, the file relating to a web page on the World Wide Web, the code enabling 
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the steps of: receiving the web page having content herein (See Shapira, Co1 .4, lines 7- 
26; Co1.5, lines 4-27). 

Shapira does not explicitly disclose analyzing the web page to detect a context 
for the web page using a statistical analysis of the web page content; and selecting at 
least one file representing at least one product related to the detected context. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Kelman. In 
particular, Kelman suggests analyzing the web page to detect a context for the web 
page using a statistical analysis of the web page content (See Kelman, C0I.6, lines 60- 
67 to Col. 7, line 14); and selecting at least one file representing at least one product 
related to the detected context context (See Kelman, Fig.4; C0I.8, lines 54-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the features of Kelman within the system of Shapira with the 
motivation of providing generic product marketing literature, competitive matrices, 
competitive white papers, standard presentations and other static selling tools are highly 
imprecise and often potentially damaging if they lack context-sensitivity to a customer's 
specific situation. Automatic generation of simple web pages, sales proposals, or 
presentations based on a customer's specific situation exists in some products. 
However, typical TES products cannot dynamically generate highly context-specific 
correspondence, white papers, qualification tools, sales strategy worksheets, and 
competitive matrices (See Kelman, Col. 2, lines 21-34).. 

The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art of 
record in the body of this Office Action for the convenience of the Applicant. Although 
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the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to 
the specific limitations within the individual claims, other passages and figures as well. It 
is requested from the Applicant, in preparing the response, to consider fully the entire 
references as well as the context of all passages in the cited references as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 1 2/30/08 with respect to claims 25-28, 30, 33, 37 
and 46-50 have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection (s) 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VANEL FRENEL whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6769. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew S. Gart can be reached on 571-272-3955. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
A/anel Frenel/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3687 
March 12, 2009 



